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(b) The In 1504 another Act was passed, the preamble of which
recited that gilds " often times, by colour of rule and govern-
ance to them granted and confirmed by charters and letters
patent of divers kings, made among themselves many un-
lawful and unreasonable ordinances as well in prices of
wares as other things, for their own singular profit and to
the common hurt and damage of the people " l, A new
departure was made in the clause that all gild ordinances
must be approved by the chancellor, treasurer and chief
justices of both benches, or any three of them, or by the
justices of assize in their circuits. The Act of 1504 differs
from that of 1437 in two respects. In the first place, it pro-
vided national in addition to municipal machinery for the
control of the gilds. The authority of the civic magistrates
was not set aside, but was now supplemented by the super-
vision of the State. This clause appears to have been en-
forced. Thus at Oxford the Butchers in 1536 petitioned the
justices of assize ' to oversee and examine ' their ordinances,
which had been drawn up by the gild and approved by the
mayor a; and the town council in 1562 agreed to affix the
town seal to the regulations of the Glovers, provided they
were approved by the justices 3. Again, the ' Ordinances of
the Worsted Weavers of Norwich and the counties of Nor-
folk, Suffolk and Cambridgeshire ' (1511) were ratified by the
lord chancellor4. In the second place, the Act of 1504 charged
anxiety under Richard II. to prevent the crafts from wearing a livery. The
livery meant an accession of strength to the craft organizations and a
corresponding loss of power to the municipality ; on this ground it was at
first opposed by the town authorities. For an alternative view, see
Ashley, Economic History, ii. 126 seq., where the opposition to the livery
is interpreted as part of a class struggle between " the organized misteries "
and " the classes that had previously ruled ".
1 Statutes, ii. 652.                                       2 Records of Oxford, 144.
8 Ibid. 288. Another example is Williams, The Founders' Company,
13 (wardens charged in 1508 with making a regulation contrary to the
Act of 1504). The Act did not, however, destroy municipal control. The
London Founders sought municipal approval in 1515 and 1587 (ibid. 17,
21), and the London Fishmongers made submission to the authorities in
1509 (Herbert, Twelve Great Livery Companies, ii. 33).
* Records of Norwich, ii. 379, note 2. Similarly, the London Weavers
(1577): Consitt, The London Weavers' Company, i. 285. The ordinances
of the London Carpenters were approved by the lord chancellor, etc., in
1607 : Marsh, Records of the Carpenters' Company, i. p. vi. See also infra,
vol. in. 348-349.